
O V E R N M E  
ARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Appl ica t ion  N o .  13012 of F i r s t  B a p t i s t  Church, pursuant  
t o  Sub-section 8207.2 and Paragraph 8207.11 of t h e  Zoning 
Regula t ions ,  f o r  a s p e c i a l  except ion  under Paragraph 
4101.41 t o  con t inue  t o  o p e r a t e  park ing  l o t s  and fo r  a 
va r i ance  from Sub-paragraph 4101.413 t o  p e r m i t  a l l  day commuter 
park ing  i n  an SP-2 D i s t r i c t  a t  t h e  premises  1618 and 1636 
0 S t r e e t ,  N.W., (Square 181, Lots 852 and 29 r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  

HEARING DATE: August 2 2  and September 19 ,  1979 
DECISION DATE: October 3 ,  1979 
DISPOSITION: The Board GRANTED t h e  cont inuance of t h e  
park ing  l o t  f o r  THREE YEARS and D E N I E D  t h e  va r i ance  from 
t h e  a l l  day commuter park ing  by a vote  of 4-0 (Walter B.  L e w i s ,  
Char les  R .  N o r r i s ,  Will iam F. McIntosh and C h l o e t h i e l  Woodard 
Smith t o  g r a n t  and deny: Leonard L.  McCants no t  vo t ing ,  not 
having heard t h e  c a s e ) .  

F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: February 1, 1980 

On March 1 0 ,  1980, counse l  f o r  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  f i l e d  a Motion 
f o r  Recons i d e r a t  ion/Rehearing, or i n  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  Reargument 
of t h a t  p a r t  of t h e  Board ' s  Order which denied t h e  var iance  
f o r  a l l -day  commuter pa rk ing .  Counsel a l so  reques ted  a 
w a i v e r  under Sec t ion  1.3 of t h e  Supplemental Rules of Practicl 
and Procedure b e f o r e  t h e  BZA s i n c e  t h e  Motion w a s  f i l e d  more 
than  t e n  days a f t e r  t h e  d a t e  of t h e  F i n a l  Decis ion .  Upon 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of  t h a t  motion and t h e  o r d e r ,  t h e  Board f i n d s  
t h a t  t h e  motion was unt imely f i l e d  and t h a t  no good cause has 
been shown f o r  i t s  unt imely f i l i n g .  The grounds f o r  t h e  motion 
werethat  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has  a b u i l d i n g  program which would 
obviate  t h e  need f o r  t h e  s u b j e c t  park ing  l o t s  w i t h i n  e igh teen  
months. 
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T h e  B o a r d  f i n d s  t h a t  the motion f a i l s  t o  s t a t e  spec i f i ca l ly  
the  aspects i n  which the  f i n a l  dec i s ion  is claimed t o  be 
erroneous.  The B o a r d  a l so  f i n d s  t h a t  there is  no m a t t e r  i n  the 
motion which w a s  not  cons idered  p rev ious ly  by the  B o a r d .  
T h e  B o a r d c m c l u d e s  t h a t  it has c o m m i t t e d  no error i n  dec id ing  
the appl ica t ion .  It is  therefore  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  mot ion  
is DENIED.  

VOTE: 4-0 ( W i l l i a m  F. McIntosh, C h a r l e s  R .  N o r r i s ,  C o n n i e  
Fortune and Leonard L. M c C a n t s  t o  d e n y ) .  

BY ORDER O F  THE D.C.  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 
STEVEN E .  S H E R  
Execut ive D i r e c t o r  

p4 * I : 
F I N A L  DATE O F  ORDER 

UNDER SUB-SECTION 8204.3 OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS "NO 
D E C I S I O N  OR ORDER O F  THE BOARD SHALL TAKE- E F F E C T  U N T I L  TEN 
DAYS AFTER HAVING BECOME F I N A L  PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL 
RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD O F  ZONING 
ADJUSTMENT. " 


